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ATTN: Suzie Garrett

2023 Lime Street, #J
Honolulu, Hawaii 96826

This letter is written in response to the receipt of your comments submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) and/or the State of Hawaii Department of Lands and Natural Resources (DLNR)
during the public review of the Ala Wai Canal Flood Risk Management Feasibility Study and Integrated
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) which occurred from 20 AUG 2015-09 NOV 2015. A recent
meeting of the USACE Civil Works Review Board approved release of the proposed Chief’s Report for
State and Agency Review. The Chief’s Report is to be accompanied by the final FEIS. This letter serves as
notification of the availability of the Chief’s Report and final FEIS for public review. Thank you for taking
the time to review the draft FEIS and submit comments. It is noted that you have submitted comments
pertaining to the following issues:

e Suggestions regarding the use of the physical properties of water, with suggested reading
e Request for additional public outreach
e Concerns regarding raw sewage in the Ala Wai watershed

Thank you for your suggestion regarding the use of the physical properties of water and geomorphology
in the management of flooding and the watershed. The FEIS proposes just such an approach in the
recommended plan. The strategy towards managing the flood risk utilized in the plan formulation
contained within the FEIS is the dual approach of detention of flood flows in the upper watershed
combined with line of protection features (i.e. floodwalls and levees) in the lower watershed. This
approach provides benefits for those within the upper watershed, but also reduces the scale of the
features necessary for flood risk management in the lower watershed. USACE conducts planning efforts
in accordance with the Economic and Environmental Principles and Guidelines for Water and Related
Land Resources Implementation Studies, established by the Water Resources Council in 1983. This study
has been guided by this planning process though each phase. The general problems and opportunities
are stated as specific planning objectives and constraints to provide focus for the formulation of
alternatives. These objectives and constraints have been documented since 2012 when the study was
rescoped to focus exclusively on flood risk management. The formulation of alternatives is an iterative
process and plans are evaluated and compared to determine which alternative achieves the study
objectives and avoids study constraints in the most effective and efficient manner. Objectives and
constraints are detailed in Section 2 of the FEIS, and Section 3 includes details of the process by which
alternatives were selected and eliminated, leading to a final array of viable alternative plans. Each of the
alternative plans in this final array was a valid plan that achieved planning objectives and avoided
planning constraints to some degree. These plans were screened against multiple criteria and compared
to determine which plan was most effective and efficient in achieving study objectives and avoiding
study constraints. Criteria considered is provided in Table 2 which includes the availability of land, the
degree to which people or existing uses would be displaced and the consistency with applicable laws
and regulations.

All flood risk management alternatives considered for the study have a variety of impacts; there is no
alternative that has no impacts, and there is no alternative that has only positive impacts. USACE policy



requires a recommendation consistent with the alternative plan that reasonably maximizes the net
economic benefits with consideration to the environmental impacts. Sections 4 and 5 of the FEIS
includes an evaluation and comparison of these alternative plans. Section 8 outlines the recommended
plan. This plan includes:

e Six in-stream debris and detention basins in the upper reaches of the watershed

e One stand-alone debris catchment structure

e Three multi-purpose detention basins

e Floodwalls along the Ala Wai Canal (including two pump stations); a levee on the outer
perimeter of the Ala Wai Golf Course

o Aflood warning system

e Fish passage environmental mitigation features at two locations

Public involvement and agency coordination is summarized in Section 6 of the FEIS. Initial scoping of the
EIS was conducted in 2004 with a supplemental scoping meeting conducted in 2008. Table 38 details
public and agency coordination that has been undertaken since the re-scoping of the study in 2012. This
includes over forty separate outreach measures. In addition, a public meeting to review the FEIS during
the public review period was conducted in September 2015 along with multiple follow-up meetings with
legislators, interested stakeholders and neighborhood commissions. No further public meetings are
planned during the feasibility phase of the FEIS.

Unfortunately, the issue of water quality improvements and sanitary sewer overflows are not topics
addressed by the FEIS nor does USACE have the authorization to study that issue. For concerns
regarding water quality issues, it is suggested that you contact the State of Hawaii, Department of
Health.

Thank you for your interest in the study. Your written comments and this response will be appended to
Appendix G in the final FEIS. An electronic copy of this document is currently available to the public at
the following location:

http://www.poh.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/CivilWorksProjects/AlaWaiCanal.aspx
Hard copies of the reports are available for public viewing at the following locations:

e Hawaii State Library, Kaimuki Regional Library (1041 Koko Head Avenue, Honolulu 96813)
e Hawaii State Library, Waikiki-Kapahulu Library (400 Kapahulu Avenue, Honolulu 96815)

e Hawaii State Library, McCully-Moiliili Library (2211 South King Street, Honolulu 96826)

e Hawaii State Library, Manoa Library (2716 Woodlawn Drive, Honolulu 96822)

The 30-day State and Agency review period officially runs May 26 through June 25, 2017. Unfortunately,
due to an oversight in the distribution of responses, your response letter was delayed in delivery. As a
result, should you choose to provide comments on the final draft, your comments will be accepted until
July 25, 2017 by e-mail at alawaicanalproject@usace.army.mil, or mail (must be postmarked by July 25,
2017) at the address below:



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Attn: Ala Wai Canal
CEPOH-PP-C
Building 230
Fort Shafter, Hl 96858

The final Chief’s Report is anticipated to be issued by August 30, 2017.



From: Elizabeth Stone

To: Ala Wai Canal Project

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Ala Wai Project

Date: Tuesday, September 08, 2015 3:31:26 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Aloha,

| was wondering if you are able to share if the project will be put on by HECO or the city?

Mahalo,

Elizabeth

Elizabeth Stone | Account Executive
0 808.531.6087x104 | m 808.265.3493
735 Bishop St. Suite 401 | Honolulu, HI 96813

elizabeth@bennetgroup.com <mailto:%20elizabeth@bennetgroup.com> | Blockedwww.bennetgroup.com
<Blockedhttp://www.bennetgroup.com/>

This message is the property of Bennet Group Strategic Communications and any attachments are confidential to the
intended recipient at the e-mail addressto which it has been addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, you
may not copy, forward, disclose or use any part of this message or its attachments. If you received this transmission
in error please notify the sender immediately by e-mail or contact Bennet Group at 808-531-6087 and then delete

this message.
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ATTN: Elizabeth Stone
e-mail: elizabeth@bennetgroup.com

This letter is written in response to the receipt of your comments submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) and/or the State of Hawaii Department of Lands and Natural Resources (DLNR)
during the public review of the Ala Wai Canal Flood Risk Management Feasibility Study and Integrated
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) which occurred from 20 AUG 2015-09 NOV 2015. A recent
meeting of the USACE Civil Works Review Board approved release of the proposed Chief’s Report for
State and Agency Review. The Chief’s Report is to be accompanied by the final FEIS. This letter serves as
notification of the availability of the Chief’s Report and final FEIS for public review. Thank you for taking
the time to review the draft FEIS and submit comments. It is noted that pertains to who will serve as the
non-Federal sponsor for implementation. USACE will require a non-Federal sponsor to partner on the
implementation of the project, if approved and authorized by Congress. No non-Federal entity has
currently agreed to serve in that role, but may be identified at a future time.

Thank you for your interest in the study. Your written comments and this response will be appended to
Appendix G in the final FEIS. An electronic copy of this document is currently available to the public at
the following location:

http://www.poh.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/CivilWorksProjects/AlaWaiCanal.aspx
Hard copies of the reports are available for public viewing at the following locations:

e Hawaii State Library, Kaimuki Regional Library (1041 Koko Head Avenue, Honolulu 96813)
e Hawaii State Library, Waikiki-Kapahulu Library (400 Kapahulu Avenue, Honolulu 96815)

e Hawaii State Library, McCully-Mailiili Library (2211 South King Street, Honolulu 96826)

e Hawaii State Library, Manoa Library (2716 Woodlawn Drive, Honolulu 96822)

The 30-day State and Agency review period officially runs May 26 through June 25, 2017. Unfortunately,
due to an oversight in the distribution of responses, your response letter was delayed in delivery. As a
result, should you choose to provide comments on the final draft, your comments will be accepted until
July 25, 2017 by e-mail at alawaicanalproject@usace.army.mil, or mail (must be postmarked by July 25,
2017) at the address below:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Attn: Ala Wai Canal
CEPOH-PP-C
Building 230
Fort Shafter, Hl 96858

The final Chief’s Report is anticipated to be issued by August 30, 2017.
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Appendix G10
Public and Agency Comments Received from Public Review of the
Final Feasibility Report/EIS
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List of Public and Agency Comments Received during the Public Review period for the Final FEIS

AGENCY/ INDIVIDUAL

Lloyd Nakata

Sean Scanlan

Betty Berni

Manoa Shangri-La Community Association - Betty Berni

Ryan & Karyn Inouye

State of Hawaii Office of Planning - Leo Asuncion

City & County of Honolulu Department of Design & Construction - Robert Kroning

City & County of Honolulu Department of Planning & Permitting - Kathy Sokugawa

lolani School - Timothy Cottrell

Craig Chun, Janice Mende & Peggy Kawano

City & County of Honolulu Department of Planning & Permitting - Mario Siu-Li

U.S. EPA Region IX - Kathleen Goforth

U.S. Coast Guard Sector Honolulu Waterways Management - Jason Olney

Roy Nakamura

U.S. Department of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance - Michaela Noble

State of Hawaii Department of Land and Natural Resources - Suzanne Case
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COMMENTS TO US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS LETTER OF 02 MAY 2017,
ALA WAI FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY, RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS
RECEIVED FROM REVIEW OF DRAFT FEASIBILITY REPORT

Your letter of 02 May 2017 states "Calibration for the Waiakeakua sub-basin was
performed for multiple storm events. This calibration has undergone both an internal
agency technical review as well as an independent external peer review and was deemed
sufficient for the purposes of the FEIS."

My comments to the draft EIS showed that the Waiakeakua stream flow data is grossly
understated for nearly all flow (rainfall) conditions. Moderate and higher stream flows
are grossly understated/inaccurate because the existing flumes are deteriorated,
undersized, and do not span the entire cross section of the stream. Therefore, any flow
calibration based on the erroneous flow data from these existing flumes will also be
grossly inaccurate/understated, and hence be meaningless. Low design flow rates for
the streams will result in undersized detention basins and contribute to their premature
overflow (prior to a 100-year storm). Your external peer review for the draft EIS does
not reflect an awareness of the erroneous flow data for the Waiakeakua Stream.

Your letter of 02 May 2017 also states that “the debris and detention basins are
designed to overtop should functionality be reduced by debris or if event conditions
exceed the capacity of the structure. Future design efforts will take these concerns into
account and attempt to minimize future flood risk to downstream structures. Itis
assumed that flood risk to areas downstream of debris and detention basins will be no
greater than the future without project condition flood risk.”

Your response (above) indicates that overtopping/overflow of the proposed Waiakeakua
Stream detention basin berm will be fact-of-life occurrences. Therefore, the proposed
detention basin should be moved a sufficient distance away from nearby homes with
provisions for drainage of all overflow back to the stream to prevent flooding of
downstream homes and property. As mentioned previously in comments to the draft
EIS, the current proposed location of the Waiakeakua detention basin and its access
road abuts and is 20 feet higher (or greater) than the adjacent homes in Manoa Shangri-
la. Two homes are currently located a few feet away from the edge of the access road,
and will be in the direct path of any overflow from the proposed detention basin. Such a
danger does not currently exist for these Manoa Shangri-la homes based on current
FEMA flood maps for a 100-year storm. In summary, the Waiakeakua detention basin
proposed by the subject project will create a flood hazard which directly jeopardizes the
lives, safety, and property of Manoa Shangri-la homes.

Therefore, the Waiakeakua Stream detention basin should be located elsewhere and be
designed to minimize impacts to any nearby home and property.

Respectfully submitted,

Lloyd Wakata, P.E. '

1717 Mott-Smith Drive, Apt. 1008
Honolulu, HI 96822
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From: Dr. Sean Scanlan

To: Ala Wai Canal Project
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] comment on your response to my public comments
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 12:18:39 PM

This is Sean Scanlan of 2625 Ipulei P1., Honolulu, HI 96826.

I've read carefully through your response, and I still strongly object to your plans for the Pukele stream detention
basin plans near my property. Basically, I think it will be a lot of money to build, a lot of money to maintain,
someone's property condemned, and ineffective.

There are a dozen or so natural detention basins (pools, craters) that are already doing the job you're proposing. I'm
here during the storms; I see how the water behaves. When there's a storm, the stream is essentially dry for several
hours. As you'd guess, the upstream pools are filling at this point. Then suddenly a gush of water tears downstream
and persists for hours.

If you're spending millions and condemning someone's property for a "100 year flood", why do you think another
basin (like the natural ones upstream) will make a difference, especially if your basin is designed to overflow (and it
easily will during a 100 year flood)?

If you are concerned about debris clogging the bridges, how about saving millions and dispatching excavators to sit
on the bridges and clear debris AS it builds. According to your estimates, you'd only have to do that once or twice
every 100 years. If that was done during the past storms, the UH library flooding and the River street flooding
wouldn't have happened. But in classic style, the city did it in the days AFTER the damage was done.

I've heard from engineers that this is all an exercise; this project is essentially going forward regardless of what the
public thinks. Please prove them wrong. I'm not asking for any other changes, just please reconsider this part of the
project.

Mabhalo.

CONFIDENTIALITY/PRIVILEGE NOTICE: Please be advised that this email message and any attachments are
confidential, intended solely for the use of the named recipient(s) above and may contain information that is
confidential information and/or privileged communications and/or otherwise exempt from disclosure under
applicable law. Any unauthorized review, use, copying, disclosure or distribution of any information contained in or
attached to this transmission is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you have received this message in error, or are not the
named recipient(s), please immediately notify the sender by email.


mailto:seanscanlanphd@yahoo.com
mailto:AlaWaiCanalProject@usace.army.mil

This page is intentionally left blank.



Betty Berni
3551 Waakaua Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
808-988-5318

June 11, 2017

US Army Corps of Engineers
Attn: Ala Wai Canal %‘{?”?%3
Building 230

Fort Shafter, Hl 96858
Re: Lioyd Nakata Letter Dated June 2, 2017

Gentlemen:

| am a resident of Manoa Shangri-La Community Association, a gated community
of 15 homes at the end of Waakaua Street in Manoa Valley. | am deeply
concerned about potential flooding under the current design of the detention
basin berm at Waiakeakua Stream and the grossly understated data on which
your study was based.

| concur with the information provided in the enclosed Lloyd Nakata letter to you
dated June 2, 2017, and the potential flooding of the homes along Waakaua
Street causes me great anxiety.

As Mr. Nakata stated in his letter, “... the proposed detention basin should be
moved a sufficient distance away from nearby homes with provisions for
drainage of all overflow back to the stream to prevent flooding of downstream
homes and property ....the Waiakeakua detention basin proposed by the subject
project create a flood hazard that directly jeopardizes the lives, safety, and
property of Manoa Shangri-La homes.”

| appreciate your reviewing the stream flow data and moving the location of the
berm to a safer area.

Cordially,
etty Berni
Encl.




COMMENTS TO US ARMY PS OF ENGINEERS LE OF 02 MAY 2017
ALA WAI FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY, RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS
CEIVED FROM REV OF DRAFT FEASIBILITY RE

Your letter of 02 May 2017 states "Calibration for the Waiakeakua sub-basin was
performed for multiple storm events. This calibration has undergone both an internal
agency technical review as well as an independent external peer review and was deemed
sufficient for the purposes of the FEIS."

My comments to the draft EIS showed that the Waiakeakua stream flow data Is grossly
understated for nearly all flow (rainfall) conditions. Moderate and higher stream flows
are grossly understated/inaccurate because the existing flumes are deteriorated,
undersized, and do not span the entire cross section of the stream. Therefore, any flow
calibration based on the erroneous flow data from these existing flumes will also be
grossly inaccurate/understated, and hence be meaningless. Low design flow rates for
the streams will result in undersized detention basins and contribute to their premature
overflow (prior to a 100-year storm). Your external peer review for the draft EIS does
not reflect an awareness of the erroneous flow data for the Waiakeakua Stream.

Your letter of 02 May 2017 also states that “the debris and detention basins are
designed to overtop should functionality be reduced by debris or if event conditions
exceed the capacity of the structure. Future design efforts will take these concerns into
account and attempt to minimize future flood risk to downstream structures. Itis
assumed that flood risk to areas downstream of debris and detention basins will be no
greater than the future without project condition flood risk.”

Your response (above) indicates that overtopping/overflow of the proposed Waiakeakua
Stream detention basin berm will be fact-of-life occurrences. Therefore, the proposed
detention basin should be moved a sufficient distance away from nearby homes with
provisions for drainage of all overflow back to the stream to prevent flooding of
downstream homes and property. As mentioned previously in comments to the draft
EIS, the current proposed location of the Waiakeakua detention basin and its access
road abuts and is 20 feet higher (or greater) than the adjacent homes in Manoa Shangri-
la. Two homes are currently located a few feet away from the edge of the access road,
and will be In the direct path of any overflow from the proposed detention basin. Such a
danger does not currently exist for these Manoa Shangri-la homes based on current
FEMA flood maps for a 100-year storm. In summary, the Waiakeakua detention basin
proposed by the subject project will create a flood hazard which directly jeopardizes the
lives, safety, and property of Manoa Shangri-fa homes.

Therefore, the Waiakeakua Stream detention basin should be located elsewhere and be
designed to minimize impacts to any nearby home and property.

Respectfully submitted,

% A é/ﬁ/ﬁl

1717 Mott—Smith Drive, Apt. 1008
Honoluly, HI 96822




Manoa Shangri-La Community Association
3551 Waakaua Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
808-988-5318

June 11, 2017

US Army Corps of Engineers

Attn: Ala Wai Canal : G139
CEPOH-PP-C RECEIVED JUN 16 207
Building 230 .

Fort Shafter, HI 96858
Re: Lloyd Nakata Letter Dated June 2, 2017

Gentlemen:

| am the president of Manoa Shangri-La Community Association, a gated
community of 15 homes at the end of Waakaua Street in Manoa Valley. Our
homeowners have expressed concern about potential flooding under the current
design of the detention basin berm at Waiakeakua Stream and the grossly
understated data on which your study was based.

We concur with the information provided in the enclosed Lloyd Nakata letter to
you dated June 2, 2017 and the potential flooding of our homes along Waakaua
Street causes us great anxiety.

As Mr. Nakata stated in his letter, “... the proposed detention basin should be
moved a sufficient distance away from nearby homes with provisions for
drainage of all overflow back to the stream to prevent flooding of downstream
homes and property ....the Waiakeakua detention basin proposed by the subject
project create a flood hazard that directly jeopardizes the lives, safety, and
property of Manoa Shangri-La homes.”

We appreciate your reviewing the stream flow data and moving the location of
the berm to a safer area.

Cordially,

Betty Berni, President,
anoa Shangri-La C unity Association

Encl.




COMMENTS TO US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS LETTER OF 02 MAY 2017,
ALA WAI FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY, RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS
E OM REVIE F DRAFT FEASIBI 0

Your letter of 02 May 2017 states "Calibration for the Waiakeakua sub-basin was
performed for multiple storm events. This calibration has undergone both an internal
agency technical review as well as an independent external peer review and was deemed
sufficient for the purposes of the FEIS." :

My comments to the draft EIS showed that the Waiakeakua stream flow data is grossly
understated for nearly all flow (rainfall) conditions. Moderate and higher stream flows
are grossly understated/inaccurate because the existing flumes are deteriorated,
undersized, and do not span the entire cross section of the stream. Therefore, any flow
calibration based on the erroneous flow data from these existing flumes will also be
grossly inaccurate/understated, and hence be meaningless. Low design flow rates for
the streams will result in undersized detention basins and contribute to their premature
overflow (prior to a 100-year storm). Your external peer review for the draft EIS does
not reflect an awareness of the erroneous flow data for the Waiakeakua Stream.

Your letter of 02 May 2017 also states that “the debris and detention basins are
designed to overtop should functionality be reduced by debris or if event conditions -
exceed the capacity of the structure. Future design efforts will take these concerns into
account and attempt to minimize future flood risk to downstream structures. Itis
assumed that flood risk to areas downstream of debris and detention basins will be no
greater than the future without project condition flood risk.”

Your response (above) indicates that overtopping/overflow of the proposed Waiakeakua
Stream detention basin berm will be fact-of-life occurrences. Therefore, the proposed
detention basin should be moved a sufficient distance away from nearby homes with
provisions for drainage of all overflow back to the stream to prevent fiooding of
downstream homes and property. As mentioned previously in comments to the draft
EIS, the current proposed location of the Waiakeakua detention basin and its access
road abuts and is 20 feet higher (or greater) than the adjacent homes in Manoa Shangri-
la. Two homes are currently located a few feet away from the edge of the access road,
and will be in the direct path of any overflow from the proposed detention basin. Such a
danger does not currently exist for these Manoa Shangri-la homes based on current
FEMA fiood maps for a 100-year storm. In summary, the Waiakeakua detention basin
proposed by the subject project will create a flood hazard which directly jeopardizes the
lives, safety, and property of Manoa Shangri-la homes. '

Therefore, the Waiakeakua Stream detention basin should be located elsewhere and be
designed to. minimize impacts to any nearby home and property.

Respectfully submitted,

e | Y2/20]
Lioyd Wakata, P.E.
1717 Mott-Smith Drive, Apt. 1008

Honolulu, HI 96822




RYAN & KARYN INOUYE
3569 Waakaua Street
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
Ryan.l.Inouye@Gmail.com

June 13, 2017

US Army Corps of Engineers

Attn: Ala Wai Canal CVF-40
CEPOH-PP-C RECEIVED JUN 19 2007
Building 230

Fort Shafter, HI 96858

Re: Lloyd Nakata Letter Dated June 2, 2017

Gentlemen:

We recently purchased the home located at the above-address, which is part of the Manoa Shangri-
La Community Association. Our home is one of 15 homes at the end of Waakaua Street located
in Manoa Valley which directly borders the Waiakeakua Stream. We are deeply concerned about
potential flooding under the current design of the detention basin berm at Waiakeakua Stream and
the grossly understated data on which your study was based.

We concur with the information provided in the enclosed letter to you from Lloyd Nakata, dated
June 2, 2017, a copy of which enclosed for reference. More specifically, we are deeply concerned
about the potential flooding of the homes along Waakaua Street, which would include our home.

As Mr. Nakata stated in his letter, “...the proposed detention basin should be moved a sufficient
distance away from nearby homes with provisions for drainage of all overflow back to the stream
to prevent flooding of downstream homes and property....the Waiakeakua detention basin
proposed by the subject project create a flood hazard that directly jeopardizes the lives, safety, and
property of Manoa Shangri-La homes.”

We appreciate your reviewing the stream flow data and moving the location of the berm to a safer
area.

Very truly yours,

RYAN INOUYE
KARYN INOUYE

Enclosure:
Letter from Lloyd Nakata, dated 6/2/17
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